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SUBJECT: Comments on General Weyland's Evaluation of I1-28 Threat ~ 


1. With reference to General Weyland's evaluation of re eer 
to FEAF operations posed by the introduction of I1-28 jet light 
bombers into the Communist Air Forces in Manchuria (TS 9824, 9 Jan 53, 
personal for White from Weyland, copy attached), the following 
comments are presentedfin hope that they may be useful in the 
preparation of your reply to Mr. Finletter's query on this matter. 


2. We are in substantial agreement with the estimate of 
enemy capabilities presented by General Weyland. Air Intelligence 
Production Memorandum No. 15, dated 24 December 1952, (TS 2-36414, 
cy 10 on file in AFOOP}estates our views on this subject. General 
Weyland's estimate of the size of the enemy jet light bomber force, 
and its availability date differ only in minor detail with our views. 





3. The deterrents to enemy commitment of his jet light bomber : 
strength presented by General Weyland are regarded as real but not 
overriding factors to the enemy. We believe that the enemy will 
_ probably employ his jet light bomber force in one of three ways. ; 
First, and of most serious concern, would be an all out attack in i 
conjunction with his MIG-15 force designed to achieve air superiority 
over the U.N. Air Force. Second, he may commit his I1-28's in a 
limited campaign to gain operational experience, avoiding full scale 
air battle with the U. N. Air Force. Third, he may regard his I1-28's 
as a "force in being” designed to act as a deterrent to any sentiment 
in the U.N. Command favoring a strong offensive or an expansion of li 
the war. | 





4, Which of these courses of action the enemy adopts depends 
primarily upon whether he is satisfied with the present set of 
conditions under which the Korean War is being fought. It is our 
belief that the Communists will probably not wish to alter the "ground 
rules” so preponderously to his advantage at present-and will therefore 
resort to @ limited commitment of his jet light bombers or hold them 
in readiness as a deterrent to a more aggressive U.N. policy. 
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5. General Weyland's outline of the possible method of Communist 
air attack on U.N. airbases is in general agreement with our views. 
Further, his feelings on the vulnerability of the U.N. bases to such 
an attack are particularly valid and significant. The possible loss 
of U.N. alr superiority over the battle area resulting from such 
Communist action could place the position of U.N. forces in Korea in 
serious jeopardy. 


6. Concerning General Weyland's request for action to speed 
up delivery of high performance reconnaissance vehicles to FEAF, 
I repeat my continuing view that this is a program of the utmost 
urgency. An analysis of Soviet Air Defense capabilities, prepared 
last May and still considered valid, indicated that certain oper~ 
ational aircraft, particularly the Canberra and the B-47, could 
penetrate the most heavily defended areas of the USSR under 
conditions favorable to high altitude photographic reconnaissance, 
with slight risk of detection and improbable risk of interception, 
We are currently preparing a paper which sets forth urgent requirements 
for such operations over Manchuria. 


7. We are also in general agreement with General Weyland's | 
view that "Hot Pursuit",” would probably cause the enemy to redeploy 
his jet fighter forces inland, as well as increasing his operational 
problems. You will note that General Weyland's concept of "Hot 
Pursuit" is much more limited than that presented by the JCS which 
eould be interpreted to authorized attacks against targets throughout 
Manchuria. General Weyland's concept of limited "Hot Pursuit" is 
not believed likely to provoke an expansion of the Korean conflict. 


8. While we do not believe that the Communist forces in Korea 
are preparing to launch any major offensive in the immediate future, 
such recent developments as the introduction of I1-28's, augmentation 
of TU-2 strength, and reported increases of Chinese Communist ground 
forces are being closely watched. You will be immediately advised of 
any significant change in our appreciation of enemy capabilities or 


intent. ; 
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L Incl JOHN A. SAMPORD 


Tg.98eh ata Major General, USAF 
aoe seni Director of Intelligence, pes/o 


*Defined in JCS 1776/20, dated 13 July 1951 - "Extend the area for 
pursuit and the air-to-air action in air engagements initiated over 
Korea by disregarding the border between Korea and Manchuria (loosely 
termed "hot pursuit"), such pursuit to include destruction of enemy 


planes. after landing, and neutralization of opposing antiaircraft fire"- 

















